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Based on Francis Fukuyama model
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Governance is important for road safety 

y = -0.5213x + 2.3617
R² = 0.5242
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Economic, political, technical culture and social factors



Road safety governance
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Two Dimensions of Knowledge Transfer
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Lack of True Implementation Research

Public Health Reports / March–April 2012 / Volume 127



Integrating Key Institutions in the Process of Translating Knowledge into National Road Safety Governance  
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